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REMARKS 

Claims 1-6, 8-21, and 23-32 are pending in the application prior to entering this 
amendment. The examiner rejects claims 1.4.6, 8, 12-13. 18-19,21.23 and 27-28 under 35 
U.S.C.§ 102(b)asbeinganticipatedbyRao(U.S.PatentNo.5,828,786). Theexaminer 
rejects claims 33-38 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Kuwano (U.S. Pat. No. 
6.366.699). The examiner rejects claims 2-3, 5, 9-11. 14-17, 20. 24-26. and 29-32 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being \mpatentable over Rao. 

The applicants amend claims 1, 9, 14, 18. 24. and 29 and cancel claims 7. 13. 22. and 

28. 

Claims 1-6, 8-12. 14-21, 23-27. and 29-32 remain in this application after entering 

this amendment. 

The applicants add no new matter and request reconsideration. 

Claim Rejections Under §§ 102 and 103 
The appUcants traverse the examiner's rejections under §§102 and 103 for the reasons 

that follow. 

Claim 1 T^t^sastgnalgeneratorforgeneratingapluralityofstructureddWer^^^^ 
signals indicative of structural information. Claim 18 includes a similar limitation. TTiatis. 
the structured different generator 404 computes a structured difference between pixels by 
accounting for structural information such as lines, feathering, quantized motion, and the like. 
•The structured difference is a more complicated metiiod of generating field <Ufference 
signals than a simple subtraction of pixel values. The structured difference generator is 
controlled by rules and user-defined ti^esholds that are used for deciding die types of miage 
structure that are present." Application, page 9, lines 10-15. Rao fails to disclose tiiat its 
video stream analyzer 300 does anytiiing more tiian modify, "preferably in real time, an mput 
digital video signal so tiiat the resulting output digital signal can be optimally compressed, m 
one embodiment, using a prior art digital video decoder." Rao, column U, lines 51-55. The 
video stream analyzer 300 detects whether die incoming video signal «is interlaced or 
progressive and appropriately organizes tiie data for subsequent vertical resampling, if any." 
Rao column 13, lines 1-3. "Video data stream analyzer 300 repairs mixed-firames created by 
ti.ese transitions from a first video data type to a second video data type by dropping one of 
the two fields of the mixed-frame and replacing the dropped field witii the otiier field." Rao. 
column 14, lines 8-17. Nothing in Rao suggests that it generates structured difference 
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signals 0... -^c^ W^'^"" ^ ' 

reasonable skill in ihe art. j„,.^ri„<, a 

Claim 1 «ci«s apluraUo: «<"^ "-'"'"^ • *"t . 

Z^l^r«ci«dp„se.«»....dw.*i«noglc.»A„a,h.«a.i„.r*.e,*a.-.ga^^^^ 
of fte ■en.inology ««d. *. «nBS [pr«« toslK.ld and logicl dc-ribe «.e ^= 
(U„«io./ptoc.aaing." Hie appUcaids disag«<. particularly « *ey «n=nd *e ctams. 

Although Rao Mguably detects v*east an incoming signal is piogressive or 
i^Uccd.nd.cdifie3thcsig„..app«.pn.tc.y,itdocsno.discloscap,o^teo^^ 

defied threshold, the appUcanta temind the examiner that it is not a flmcuon that ts «^ 
h.th.pr.sen.claims.b„. tatheraci^uit element If Rao does not di^loscftept^ble 

teshold recited, regar^^ss ofi.sfi„^»on orfmCon sMar,^ >o Rao s lope, then *e 
examit^r must either provide a reference that discloses it or remove the rejecuo.^ 

CWm 9 recites quan,m^ saU <«#ere»ce agam« a series of ,rogram,«,Me 
,y^m^erA^<enninin^>^^''yofsoii,uor.>^mere«eesSoreaoHfieU^^ 

Claim 24 includes similar .m.««.ons. ^ 

le examiner takes Official Notice of motion compensation, he nonetheless tncotpor^es US 
20020054236and20050099538toW.edenhagenandU.S.patentno.6>2.773to 

Westennan. The appUcants note that only Wredenhagen -236 appears to he a proper pnor art 
reference filed prior to the present appUoatio„-s priority clahn «. 1/11/2001 But 
Wredenhagen '236 fails to disclose the ,u«.tizi„g occurs against a series of pn.gramm*le 
d.resholdsorhov-many(nonec.ssari.,«hichones,of«.e<,uantizeddifferenceaexee.dsa 

s,a,ic pattern m opoHion ofsMvUeo sequence, sali static patt^ is a suiMe. Claua 29 
XraslmilarLt«ion.^examh»r«=^o.le^esR.odo.sn.teachthe^^^^^^^^^ 

ofsuhtiaesbuttaUsOffici-Noaceofasyst^n-^ohdetectalogos/text™^^^^^ 
image- The exami>«r then concludes "it »ould have been obvious., to mo.hfy Rao 
„hi!h also d«ectsv.ithin the recdved signal ..pitted fields, scene cuts and m,xed field 
2tino.dertopr„videa.ideallycompress.dsig„.,byalsodetected,ic,.e^^^^^^ 
i„form«io.mcludedinasignal,sinc.he«iditionalinfo.maaon.typKallynotpartofthe 
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^ ^^-^^ ^ de»o«aAe.ov=i" Offlc ACUO. pases 7 and 

kno«n capable of «i™ta« aM »<^»n.b.. d«,o_ a. '■-y 

2144.03 .na^ea 1. i,»PP«.pria» for an cxa«.i«r .o Offlcial No«cc of ".=chn,ca, hcu .n 
to ^„ of ««aric technology or sp«=iflc kno^led^c of 0. prior ar, " n-e appl.canu aak 
to »»«n.r « p«.vidc docum««a,y evidence of *ose fees for »hich he «kes Offioal 
Notice, n^nely. of a syattn. tha. d«ecB logos/«x, o, subtitles in an image as r.ci«d m to 
ctain,s. -n» appU«m« note Aa. none of to additional references (to Wredenhagen ^ 
Weaterman) disclose to subtities -to applicants also note to. at leas, two of to add,t,ond 
„f.«ncs cit«i by to exanUner (Wredenhagen and Westerman) do no. appear to b. proper 

oriorar.giventoptesen«application-spriorityclaim to 1/11/2001. 

Even if to examiner's Official Notice were proper in this particular case, would no. 

obvia.e to very specific way in which to sys«m detects a subtitle as recited by claims 15-17 

and 30-32. 



CONCLUSION 

The applicants request reconsideration and allowance of all remaining claims. The 
applicants encourage the examiner to telephone the undersigned at(503)222-3613if it 

appears that an interview would be helpful in advancing the case. 
Customer No. 20575 

Resn^^tfully submitted, 
MARGl R JOk/sON & McCOLLOM, P.C 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C 
210 SW Morrison Street, Suite 400 
Portland, OR 97204 
(503)222-3613 




1 hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being transmitted to the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office via facsimile number 
(571) 273-8300. on October 5, 2005. 



Lauren Ballard-GcmmcU 
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